Christoph Schweikardt well tried, reliable drugs,5 the Theetractaat gave the impression that tea was a panacea, and was criticized for this.6 However, the treatise offers more than just praise for the beneficial effects oftea. It contains medical as well as religious and moral advice for a long and healthy life. Bontekoe's book is an important source, much more than simply a textbook. Digressions and polemical attacks give additional insights into the author's thinking. In the words of Bontekoe himself, the book was "rather fallen from the pen than considered", and it explicitly unites medicine and morality.7 In 'Van de middelen, om het leven en de gesondheid lang te bewaren' (Ways to Maintain Life and Health for a long Time),8 in his collected writings, religious arguments also play an important role. The same goes for his Gebruik en mis-bruik van Bern, Em. Haller, and Basel, Joh. Schweighauser, 1779, Reprint, Hildesheim, Olms, 1986, p. 425 . Septimus Podagra, Der profitable Apothecker-Tod in dem frembden Krautlein Thee, samt seiner Medicinischen Sackpfeife, n.p., 1721. 7 Bontekoe, second preface, 'Een waarschouwinge', in idem, op. cit., note 3 above, unpaginated. 8Bontekoe, ' The TRUTH stands like an unmoved rock
Fast against the surge of the waves, The time which follows shall make her visible in the darkness Like a fire beacon And although she shipwrecked went down Like getting drowned She climbs up again and shall stay drifting above And so remain IMMORTAL.25 According to Bontekoe, the truth was based on both Christian knowledge and knowledge of nature. Truth must be pursued without regard for the consequences; its followers should be prepared to be hated and persecuted and to give up all hope of wealth and honour.26 Bontekoe's religious zeal took Luther and Calvin as its models. He would fight for true medicine as they had fought for the true religion against the false religion of Rome. He compared the medicine ofhis Galenist colleagues at The Hague with the erroneous teaching of the Catholic Church.27 Galen was the arch-enemy, representing old medicine, whereas Hippocrates was honoured as the "Oudvader" and "Heathen master".28 Bontekoe's 22Bontekoe, Tractaat, op. cit., note 3 above, pp. 329, 360, 348, 349, 351. 23Ibid., p. 349. On the problem of "atheism" in seventeenth-century Netherlands, see Rienk Hendrik Vermij, Secularisering en natuurwetenschap in de zeventiende en achttiende eeuw: Bernard Nieuwentijt, Amsterdam, Rodopi, 1991, pp. 56-8. 24Bontekoe, Tractaat, op. cit., note 3 above, pp. More than just a Propagandist for Tea Gebruik en mis-bruik van de thee stated that Galen, an enemy of Hippocrates and of all Christians, filled his books with deadly remedies.29 Blind followers of Galen, who supported his views without research and stuck to the "old order", mistreated the sick and acted incompetently. Tormentors and even murderers, they were doctors in name only.30
With the help of the discoveries of the seventeenth century, the Galenist medical system would be destroyed. The subtitle of Bontekoe's collected writings reveals his intention to overthrow the old system of medicine, surgery and pharmacy, and to build a new philosophy, medicine and chemistry.31 The foundation of this would be the root of all science (wetenschappen), the true philosophy, Cartesianism. Anatomy and chemistry were compared with the atlas of medicine and surgery.32 According to this, true anatomy included Harvey's discovery of blood circulation.33 Disagreeing with his predecessors Descartes34 and Sylvius35 on medical details, Bontekoe recognized that medicine was still imperfect and that further experimentation was necessary.36 He also explained the close relationship between religion and medicine, between sin and disease, in his advice for a long and healthy life, and in the debate on procreation.
The explanation for disease, pain and death, Bontekoe maintained, was that all diseases and even death itself were the result of human sin. He strongly rejected the notion that death was a natural consequence of human life. The widely used comparison of a human being with a tree, which grows old in time and is no longer able to bear fruit and leaves, was wrong and very dangerous. He Press, 1990, pp. 158-86. pp. 210-11, 230. 66Pinto-Correia, op. cit., note 65 above, p. 2.
More than just a Propagandist for Tea first who assumed that one animalcule, not many, was enough to bring about the new human being.67
Laurence Brockliss describes what occurred between 1650 and 1675 as an "embryological revolution". 68 A new generation of embryologists called for primacy of either the egg or the sperm instead of a two-seed theory inherited from the past. Hotly disputed was the closely connected question of whether embryologic development was based on epigenesis, gradual development and metamorphosis, or preformation, which meant that the foetus was pre-formed either in the egg or in the sperm before conception.
As shown by Brockliss, ideological constraint and theological imperatives were important for a specific theory to be accepted. This is also true for Bontekoe who made clear that spermatozoism was theologically unsound. In his chapter on procreation, ' 
